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Claim Objections 
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Claims 69 and 70 have been amended without narrowing to replace 'laminating'" with 



Claim* 3-7, 63-65. asul 72-75 arc rejected muler 35 US.C. Vili h) as being 
ankeipaied by Kauskik {U.S. Pan No. 5,726,^05). Kauskik k-adu-s ;-us optical device 
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of «-iViK-sk«! so ska; she optical ouiput of ike device includes subssanrtalty more kgki in 
^avelesigkis iss a psnnkkv of isarrow wavelength bauds i kgs. 8W ; than tight not in Use 
pksralby of wavekogth bands. 
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different index of refraction n than the material of an adjacent l ayer, the layers disposed 
setwee i - ! he d re - i 1 f t 

so that an optical octpui of the optical device incl udes substantially more light with 
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Irs column 4, lines 4 - 5, Kaushik stales "The dielectric layer 12 includes a 
s -v u > t v < v Ion , c 0> j I „ _ ivn^ x 
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so element 16 is v a layer, but rather a structure within layer 12. Several figures of 
Kaushik also clearly show , structure lo is not continuous. 
.\-ro " .as dependuu or a ewoJole eku i 3 
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] 6 is formed by removing malarial to form trenches or grooves, or by irradiating portions 

Claims 64 and 65 are dependent on allowable claim 63. 

Claim 72 has been canceled. Regarding claim 73, Kaushik does not disclose or 
so; ges; pros easing Sight occurring within conse; utrve layers cd bighes and lower index- 
e 1 -'„ , \tci! \ s\Uu\'h ' vO h ees - t '-fix n •> cu^- 1 * ^> v ^o, *2 
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Claims 74 7$ are dependent on allowable claim 73, 

The applicant rcspectAbly requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 
63-65 and 72-75 
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Regarding claim 3, Deter does not disclose or suggest a first reflective layer and a second 
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Claims 4 and 7 - 8, and 10 are dependent on allowable claim 3. 
The a>m u dx k „\ .o^ s reject vk.ax o - ' c> hy Hmer. ' co- e\ e 
examiner did mermen claim 6 in. specific groomed tor rejeeiion. If die examiner did intend to 
v f »au v. m \<.v S x' k i ■> > n <. <i 
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d;e; s -ee ;e juaionu! a reflective layer, nor has the exam ner alk; sd ih a t does Hie exam m 
construes elements 7 and 1 1 as reflecting surfaces. Eiemeni 7 is a surface of element 13 and i s 
not deposited on any layers of dielectric maienal clement 1 1 is shown as positioned directly on 
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Chum 'k das been eaneekd. Regarding claim 7ig Deter does not. disclose or suggest 
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discloses dial dm optical Alter is constructed »n such may that d passes light of certain 



wavelengths, whale light of other wavelengths is prevented from passi ng , on •> Nowhere 
g" ^ov . . 
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<S3J5& 4 72473 and 75. 
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todies the *aHem features of the claimed Invention except for an shimiiuiro reliefs ve layer 
and polarization. Yamada teaches in col, 4 line 33 thai aluminum is known as the reflection 
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lesks'n, VIS USPQ 456. Vamadss toadies So the abstract thai it was known to utilize a 
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invention was made to utilize the features taaght by Yamsds for the purpose of expansive 
diffusion withoul deterioration of effective function. 
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Regarding claim 45 neither Deter, Yaraada, nor any permissible combination of 
Deter and Yamaha teaches or suggests a matte surfaced diffuse*-. Deter specifies only 
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on page 26, "Another feature of the high contrast projection screen..." matte diffusers are 
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45 - 49 and 71. 
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obvious tit <>«< oi or<li un j skill sn ise art at th« iisns the invent* it « as t a<i ! iUli« thy 
homtres nusghi by Portner tor i purpose of iarge t > ! e - sewing. 
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Kaushik flf.S. IN*>. 5J2Mf«5> j view of Ohsafco (U.S. Pub. No. 20046065.935). Deter 
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Olssako teaches thai it was known to provide the dielectric layers <m a diffusing substrate. 
S n .-vhs » >> sew the Rg«rt-». It »<**id have been obvious re one of ordinary 

skill In the art at She time the mventkm was made to utilize the restores taught by Ofesako 
for the purpose of increasing viewing angles. 



respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 



Claim 11 is rejected under 35 I i.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over KatKbik 
\ - i ^ >* unluk f .ithes the 

features of the ciasRied biYeofifUS except for Use si-- greater than 7 Indies. Portoer 
teaehes its eoi. tine 45 Us at h was known to provide a screen greater than 1 inches. It woukl 
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The applicant, respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of el asm 1 1 
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examine >es Hon f >pl Scant oles other co f tin hier, (b) made 

arguments for the patentability of some claims docs not mean that there are not other good 
reasons for patentability of those claims and other claims, or (e) amended or canceled a claim 
does no; r-n > c s es any of ti ) s i t ■* t ^ t t 

claim or other claims. 
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